Suspect research is used in favor of smoking 
Folha de S. Paulo - SP, 01/19/2003, FRONT PAGE 

The cigarette industry has attacked the banning of smoking indoor in 
Brazil using suspect research which it has paid for itself, report 
Fabiane Leite and Mario Cesar Carvalho. According to academics, the 
strategy was to use scientific data to undermine the idea that passive 
smoking is harmful. These researchers collected papers showing the 
debate between manufacturers about how to co-opt scientists to skirt 
the ban. The World Health Organization considers passive smoking 
harmful. The industry denies having used research to manipulate 
public opinion. 

Industry avoids smoking restriction with suspect research 
Folha de S. Paulo - SP, 01/19/2003, Cotidiano, C-l 

Fabiane Leite 
Mario Cesar Carvalho 

This is a story of the defrauding of public health, scientific corruption 
and impunity. The cigarette industry has attacked the banning of 
smoking indoor in Brazil using as its argument scientific research 
which it had paid for itself. The researches, conducted by professors 
from USP (the University of Sao Paulo) and the Federal University of 
Rio de Janeiro, was done to show that the concentration of cigarette 
smoke in indoor spaces was not as large as published by independent 
studies. The objective was to prove that there was no need to ban 
cigarettes in these places, that "living in harmony", (Courtesy of 
Choice) the industry's program slogan, was possible. The World Health 
Organization has said that this living in harmony is not possible as 
passive smoking raises the risk of lung cancer by 40% and that of 
coronary disease by 30%. According to two Brazilian and one North 
American specialist spoken to by Folha, the conclusion that thenicotine 
level is low or insignificant is a smokescreen seeing as tobacco smoke 
is the main polluter of indoor environments. 

From 1991 to 2000 

Documents obtained by Folha show that this policy, initiated in 1991 in 
Latin America, continued up to 2000. No researcher has managed to 
discover how much the industry has invested in the project. What is 
known is that the suggested budget for 1994 was US$ 680,000. The 
dismantling of the industry's strategy was done on two fronts by 
independent researchers, whose studies were published in last 
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December: 1. cardiologist Stanton Glantz and clinician Joaquin 
Barnoya, both from the University of California in San Francisco, on 
the West coast of the United States, published an article in the 
scientific magazine "Tobacco Control" with documents in which the 
manufacturers debated how to co-opt scientists to skirt the ban on 
cigarettes in indoor environments; 2. PAHO (the Pan-Americana Health 
Organization) published the book "La Rentabiiidad a Costa de La 
Gente" ("Profit at the Cost of People), in which Stella Aguinaga Bialous 
and Stan Shatenstein revealed that the industry has defeated 
regulatory attempts by governments with fraud and lobbying of 
politicians and the media. The studies showed that Philip Morris and 
BAT (British American Tobacco), the group that controls Souza Cruz in 
Brazil, had a joint strategy, the Latin Project, to undermine the 
attempt to ban tobacco in seven Latin American countries: Brazil, 
Argentina, Chile, Venezuela, Equador, Guatemala and Costa Rica. At 
the time, there was already in place a worldwide strategy by the 
industry to undermine the idea that passive smoking is bad for non- 
smokers. The difference is that in Latin America the two company's 
action was preventative. "The project was a success because smoking 
indoor was not banned in any Latin American country, " said Barnoya. 
According to him, "the fight against passive smoking is the area that 
lags behind" in public health in Latin America. "It is not like 
malnutrition, which is an economic problem, resulting from poverty. 
Tobacco is a political case, and the industry beat science in this 
dispute," he says. Stella Aguinaga Bialous, a Brazilian nurse who did 
her doctorate in San Francisco and is a consultant to the Pan-American 
Health Organization, said that the industry's action was so efficient 
that it even convinced doctors. "People in the health area believed that 
ventilation would resolve the problem of cigarettes in indoor 
environments, which is a lie. The industry managed to disseminate 
doubt, and this is hard to revert, " said Stella. The cigarettes industry's 
secrets started to come to light thanks to an accord between American 
States and manufacturers in 1997. As compensation for the fraud it 
had committed against public health, the industry agreed to pay the 
State governments approximately US$ 368 billion over 25 years (the 
biggest settlement in history) and agreed to reveal all its documents. 
The texts on the strategy for Latin America were found in a search of 
more than 40 million documents that the industry kept on internet 
sites and on file at Guildford, London suburbs. The texts were shocking 
in the frankness with which executives debated their plans. In one of 
the first documents found by Folha on the strategy to combat smoke- 
free spaces, executives from the manufacturers had in 1987 put 
together a "international cohesion campaign" to combat laws limiting 
smoking spaces. The campaign's objective "is to stress the doubt 
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which should be expressed in the scientific debate on the alleged harm 
of cigarette smoke in the environment." In 1988, a German industry 
representative, Franz Adlkofer, said at a meeting in London that the 
industry was interested in "good public relations material, not in good 
science." An identical speech to this one directed the Latin Project. The 
15 scientists from the region were paid not just to do the research. 
They were chosen for their appearance, their skill in speaking well on 
television or their capacity to get column inches in newspapers. 
Researching was not their only designation. They had to publish 
articles on scientific magazines, give interviews and write texts in 
accessible language. In a seminar held in partnership with the 
Brazilian Press Association in Rio de Janeiro in 1994, the industry 
made a point of stressing that smoking was not such an important 
question for Brazil compared with other health problems. 

Academic fagade 

The texts produced by the scientists were not reviewed by their peers, 
as according to academic tradition, but by a legal office in Washington, 
called Covington & Burling. The fear was that the research would serve 
as ammunition for lawyers suing the manufacturers. In order for the 
manufacturers to appear not to be manipulating scientists, which 
would trash the project's credibility, lawyers channeled the money that 
financed the research to an entity with academic airs, the Center for 
Indoor Air Research, known as Ciar. American prosecutors discovered 
that Ciar was another facade used by the industry to make its opinions 
sound scientific. In 1998 Ciar was closed under accusation of fraud. 
The studies that the center financed were also nothing more than 
scientific fraud, says James Repace, professor at the school of 
medicine at Tufts University and a specialist in secondhand smoking. 
"If the tobacco industry paid for the work and the work is on 
environmental tobacco smoke, it is guaranteed to be fraudulent," he 
told Folha. The only non-fraudulent work, according to him, is stamped 
"company confidential" or "confidential between client and lawyer," 
which does not happen with any research done in Brazil. 

There is no safe air circulation system 

Folha de S. Paulo - SP, 01/19/2003, Cotidiano, Front Page, C-3 
to C-5 

There is no air circulation system allowing the mixing of smokers and 
non-smokers indoors without risk. The reason is simple, according to 
Luiz Fernando de Goes Siqueira, 48, professor at the Faculty of Public 
Health at USP and former president of the Brazilian Environment and 
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Control of Indoor Air Society: the air from smokers and non-smokers 
mixes in the central air conditioning. In Latin America the industry 
propagated the erroneous idea that appropriate ventilation systems 
would be the solution to permit the mixing of smokers and non- 
smokers in the same place. "This system is fallacious because it does 
not manage to renew 100% of the air, but at most 25%." The 
cigarette, he says, is the main polluter of particled material. The size 
of its particles, which are carcinogenic, are the equivalent of a 
thousandth of a pinhead. According to the report from PAHO on the 
industry's Latin Project, the use of ventilation systems to improve 
indoor air quality is innocuous when there is cigarette smoke present. 
There is no safe level of exposure to nicotine. The only way to avoid 
cigarette pollution is to segregate smokers, says pneumologist Jose 
Rosemberg, retired professor from the Faculty of Medicine at PUC and 
one of the main tobacco researchers in the country. The cigarette 
companies have also invested in "courtesy" campaigns, whose target 
was the owners of restaurants, bars and hotels. They have proclaimed 
that the exposure to smoke is a question of preference, not of health. 
Rosemberg gives two examples of the power of nicotine 
contamination: "In an eight-story building, if someone smokes you will 
find nicotine all over the building. If a father smokes in the dining 
room and his son is sleeping in his bedroom, ten meters away, 
nicotine can be detected in the child's urine." So that a component like 
this was detected in "minimal" or "insignificant" levels, as the studies 
sponsored by the industry repeat, the researchers used a fraudulent 
method, according to Joaquin Barnoya, from the University of 
California in San Francisco: "They took the readings at times when the 
buildings were empty." Work from 1995 on the air quality in offices 
and restaurants in Rio and Sao Paulo, directed by Antonio Horacio 
Miguel, professor at the Chemistry Institute at USP at the time, 
favored barbecue restaurants and pizza parlors which used wood 
ovens. The wood smoke camouflaged the nicotine levels, according to 
Barnoya. There are failings in the primary methodologies, in the 
evaluation of James Repace, a specialist in passive smoking. In none 
of the locations researched in Rio and Sao Paulo is there the average 
number of smokers. The accounting is only done at peak hours. 
Repace also found the levels of nicotine identified in the study strange. 
In an American office of 283 m3, where three smokers consume two 
cigarettes per hour, the concentration of nicotine is 15 micrograms per 
cubic meter. In an office in Rio, the study found only one tenth of this 
concentration. In Chile, the toxicologist Lionel Gil, from the University 
of Chile, proposed doing the research at a time when the pollution in 
Santiago is highest, which would help mask the levels of nicotine. 
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Documents indicate expansion plan 


The Brazilian researcher Stella Aguinaga Bialous found documents in 
the cigarette industry's files that show that the program for Latin 
America was not only in activity for a short while as some of the 
companies wanted to expand their projects in Brazil. In one of the 
papers, the executive Bruce Davies, from scientific affairs at Philip 
Morris, outlined the targets for 1999 in the region: "To develop and 
complete the execution of agreements with the previously identified 
scientists." He cites the Argentine Carlos Alvarez, the trio of Brazilian 
researchers (Francisco Aquino Neto, Jari Cardoso and Antonio Miguel), 
as well as Luiz Britto, a neurophysiologist from USP. It was also part of 
Davies' plans to identify other professionals in the region "with 
appropriate professional skills". "To develop and execute 
understandings which will allow us to benefit from the consultants' 
knowledge," Davies highlighted among the activities that were 
ongoing. In another text, the focus is an Antonio Miguel project to 
analyze the contribution of pollution sources to air quality - a study 
which could subsidize the industry's strategy against the banning of 
indoor smoking. Davies proposed a research grant. Britto, who denies 
having accepted any proposal, says he was looked for in '97. He 
confirms that Davies "reappeared two years ago." "He made a formal 
invitation. If I would accept a position. Later he sent material on the 
financing project. It was a little suspect. As it always is when the 
industry is involved," the researcher said. He said also that he had 
been "courted" by the pharmaceutical sector. The sponsorship 
proposal that Britto received is from the PMERP (Philip Morris 
External Research Program), an external research financing 
program from the company. The study which Stella Bialous took part 
in, published in 2001 in the magazine "Tobacco Control", indicates that 
the structure of PMERP is almost identical to that of Ciar (Center for 
Indoor Air Research), the organ closed in 1998 under accusation of 
fraud which channeled industry resources to scientists. In the study, 
most of the affiliated scientists have a previous connection to the 
industry. 

"Courtesy of Choice" lobby at work in Congress 

The cigarette industry lobby has always been at work in Congress in 
Brasilia, but behind the scenes. To try to avoid cigarettes being 
banned in indoor environments, however, it has worked openly and 
had as an occasional ally a doctor and militant anti-smoker. Deputy 
Elias Murad (PSDB-MG). In 1997, Murad accepted the industry’s 
suggestion to study the change of Congress' air conditioning system to 
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implant there the "Courtesy of Choice" program. Documents from the 
Latin Project said that Congress should be one of the industry's main 
targets for action. The " Courtesy of Choice" program, implanted in 
1,300 restaurants, bars and hotels in Brazil, argues that the use of an 
efficient circulation system stops the harmful effects of secondhand 
smoke. Industry representatives took Murad to see the system in a 
hotel in Sao Paulo and he was so impressed that he even made a 
speech in the House: "Recently I saw in a hotel in Sao Paulo (L 1 Hotel) 
a method which dispenses with physical separation by way of the 
creation of a smoking area or isolated rooms. It is a refrigeration 
system (air conditioning), but with the renewal of air directed under a 
certain pressure. The thing is done in such a way that the air passed 
into the restaurant, above the non-smokers, goes under pressure to 
the side of the smokers, leaving through vents and taking with it the 
smoke from cigarettes. In this way, the non-smoking sector will stay 
constantly smoke-free, since the air conditioning under pressure will 
always push it out. It is modern technology servicing to public health 
in a system that also does not interfere with the right of smokers to 
enjoy their cigarettes, as long as they do so in an appropriate place." 
The Deputy recognizes that he fell into a trap: "I confess that I was 
very impressed at the time. Later, I discovered that this system does 
not work 100%. Smoking has to be banned indoors." He was 
responsible for the Bill, approved by Congress in 1996, which banned 
smoking indoor - one of the laws that do not work. Ironically, the 
person who made Murad change his idea about the circulation system 
was the British engineer sent by the industry to study the House's air. 
The implantation of the "Courtesy of Choice" program in Congress 
would be the best shop-window for the industry, but it did not work 
out, according to Murad, because the Deputies were convinced that it 
would not work. Antonio Conde, program consultant, has another 
version. For him, there were two problems: the air conditioning system 
in Congress was outdated and it was not "politically viable" to split the 
Deputies into smokers and non-smokers. "You don't take a deputy who 
has sat in the same place for 20 years and say that now he is going to 
have to change to the smoking wing. It won't do." 

Districts do not regulate the anti-smoking law 

The cigarette industry has something to celebrate in Brazil, despite the 
legislation which prohibits smoking indoor. Law 9.294, from '96, has 
been forgotten by those who should take care of its application. Not 
one Brazilian district has regulated it so far. It is up to the districts to 
enforce the law, define sanctions and the value of fines, according to 
Inca (the National Cancer Institute, an organ from the Ministry of 
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Health) and the National Health Surveillance Agency. By law, it is 
smoking is prohibited in private or public collective enclosed spaces, 
except in areas exclusively reserved for this end, properly isolated and 
ventilated. On regulating enclosed spaces, the government included 
bars and restaurants, for example - which means that smoking areas 
in these places, without adequate separation, are irregular. Ricardo 
Meirelles, responsible for Inca's tobacco control division, recognizes 
that the control of smoking in indoor environments is inadequate. For 
him, the issue needs to be worked on with pressure "from society" on 
the districts. "Send me the law," said Waldemar Jose Sa de Azevedo, 
director of the Municipal Inspection of Foods Department at the Sao 
Paulo City Hall - the organ responsible for inspection after affirming 
he was unaware of the need for isolation of areas for smokers. For 
him, it is more serious to smoke in places without ventilation. Without 
knowing it, he repeated part of the industry's claim, which said these 
systems would be the solution to "clean" environments from cigarette 
smoke. The City Hall adopted in 2002 the State of Sao Paulo 
Sanitation Code, the legal base to survey health. The inspection 
system is constructed. The department wiil be absorbed by the Health 
Secretariat, broadened and renamed to assume other areas. Azevedo 
complains that the Union makes laws, but does not define the strategy 
for their enforcement. "It ends up with a law that doesn't work." 

Public should follow government, says company 

Philip Morris Brasil has said in a statement sent to Fofha that the 
company considers it "unconstructive to dwell on events that occurred 
many years ago", especially regarding documents that were not 
written in Brazil. "It is more productive to focus today on what can and 
should be done to address society's legitimate concerns about 
tobacco", states the company. The company says it backs "sensible 
government regulation". Regarding exposure to secondhand smoke, 
Philip Morris states that "public health officials of many countries 
have concluded that it causes disease, including lung cancer and heart 
disease, in non-smoking adults, as well as causes conditions in 
children such as asthma, respiratory infections, cough, wheeze, otitis 
media (middle ear infection) and Sudden Infant Death Syndrome. In 
addition, public health officials have concluded that secondhand smoke 
can exacerbate asthma in adults and cause eye, throat and nose 
irritation". The company recommends that the consumer should be 
guided by the "conclusions of public health officials regarding the 
health effects of secondhand smoke." Philip Morris believes that in 
areas where smoking is permitted, "the government should require the 
posting of warning notices that communicate public health officials' 
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conclusions that secondhand smoke causes disease in non-smokers", 
Clodoaldo Celentano, 64, vice-president of corporate and legal affairs 
for Philip Morris up to June 2001, cited in the documents, states only 
to have received copies of texts which were played no part in the 
devising of scientific strategy, in June 1993, an Executive from Philip 
Morris International sent Celentano a fax giving suggestions on how 
to tackle environmental tobacco smoke. One of the suggestions was to 
create a "courtesy/tolerance program" with the aim of shifting the 
focus from a health standpoint to a tolerance issue. Celentano says the 
program suggested the Living together in Harmony and had no link 
whatsoever with the scientific studies. 

Souza Cruz 

The company informs, also in a statement, that it "has never financed 
research with the aim of misleading public opinion so as to avoid 
cigarettes being banned in enclosed spaces". Souza Cruz said that it 
went as far as sending a list of Brazilian air quality specialists to Ciar 
(Center for Research on Air in internal spaces). The center sent the 
texts to Brazil for the sake of "courtesy". Ciar, according to the 
company, was set up in 1987 by American companies, "without any 
involvement by BAT, Souza Cruz or other companies of the group". 
Souza Cruz states that it has never hired scientists to discredit other 
studies. "The credibility of the Souza Cruz brand and the intellectual 
and professional integrity of its workers have been built over its one 
hundred-year history without needing to resort to underhand 
mechanisms involving public opinion and the scientific community". 
The former manager of the Souza Cruz research and development 
department, C.J.P. de Siqueira, cited in a document from 1988 in 
which the industry debates strategies to counter-attack the campaigns 
against secondhand smoking, "we only received the reports" on the 
study. The Scientific Research Group, of which he was a part, "never 
had the purpose of studying environmental tobacco smoke". This 
group develops new product strategies. Folha requested a response 
from Souza Cruz on the assessment of specialists that the "Courtesy of 
Choice" program has no efficacy at all from a scientific point of view. 
The company said that it aims to "accomodate the interests of 
smokers and non-smokers", with the creation of specific areas for each 
group. With regard to the impact of smoke on the health of non- 
smokers, the company repeats the same list of diseases from Philip 
Morris. We stress that the conclusion that "people exposed to 
ambiental cigarette smoke will be more prone to developing several 
health problems" is from the World Health Organization. 
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Study is inconclusive, says Teacher 


The coordinator of the Technological Development Support laboratory 
of UFRJ (Federal University of Rio de Janeiro), Francisco Aquino Neto, 
says that his studies on internal air quality are inconclusive, that is: it 
is not possible to say that cigarette smoke is an important polluter or 
does harm, but it is also not possible to say, based on them, that it is 
not harmful. Jari Nobrega Cardoso, teacher at the same institution, 
says that the results cannot be "extrapolated". According to him, this 
would be "irresponsible". Despite having now reported their studies, in 
1988 in an article in the "O Estado de S. Paulo" newspaper, they said 
that air pollution in dwellings, offices and other closed environments 
are aimed at furniture, machines and equipment, floors, carpets, 
upholstery and other objects. They say that "more important than 
restricting smoking in closed environments would be the adequate 
treatment of internal air". According to Aquino Neto, it was important 
to point out the risk of other pollutants criticised by the population. 
The two researchers acknowledge that they received the financing 
from industry - according to the work by Stanton Glantz and Joaquin 
Barnoya on the Latin Project, they and Antonio Miguel (ex-teacher 
from USP and currently director of the chemical analysis laboratory of 
California University in Los Angeles) received in 92, more than US$ 72 
thousand for the study done in restaurants and offices. Both deny 
having been consultants and that the industry had interfered in 
compiling the results. "I don't consider money coming from the 
tobacco industries impure. I just don't work outside of my ethical 
behavior for money" said Aquino Neto. The two researchers also 
acknowledge that they received money from Brazilian government 
bodies. In their view, the studies were of public interest. On the 
criticisms of his research, Aquino Neto said: "Any one can say that 
they know best". The work, concerning the Latin Project, reports that 
four other Brazilian scientists had worked as consultants. The 
teachers, Luiz Fernando de Goes Siqueira, of the USP's Faculty of 
Public Health, and Luiz Britto, of USP's Institute of Biomedical Sciences 
deny this. Siqueira confirms that he participated in an event in Chile, 
but said that when he tried to find out who comprised the scientific 
body from industry and received no reply, he cut relations with the 
sector. Folha was unable to locate the two scientists. The documents 
accessed mention them, but not very often. This is why their names 
have been ommitted. Antonio Miguel has been sought for the last 10 
days. The day before yesterday, he said he was on holiday in Brazil 
and needed to read the articles about the industrial case in order to 
give a reply, which has not occurred. The Brazilian Press Association, 
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which in 94 promoted a seminar with the tobacco industry, took no 
action on the case. 

SP and the Union financed research 

The Brazilian government and the Sao Paulo State financed studies of 
interest to the tobacco industries. This is what Brazilian researchers 
claim in texts in their own studies. Of the six main Brazilian studies 
used by the industry's Latin Project, cited by researchers from the 
University of California (USA), five quote knowledge promoting entities 
such as CNPq (The National Board of Scientific and Technological 
Development). They do not state what kinds of resources were given, 
nor do they quantify the assistance. In one of the studies of greatest 
interest, which analyzed the air in the restaurants and offices of Rio 
and Sao Paulo, which was published in 1995 in the journal 
"Environmental Science and Technology", the then Professor of USP, 
Antonio Miguel and the UFRJ teachers Jari Nobrega Cardoso and 
Francisco Aquino Neto inform that the research had funding from Ciar 
(an industry-linked body), from CNPq, linked to the Ministry of Science 
and Technology, from Fapesp (the charitable research foundation of 
the state of Sao Paulo) and from Capes (Coordination of Post Graduate 
Personal Qualifications), connected to MEC (Ministry of Education and 
Culture). In an e-mail from September 1998, Bruce Davies, Philip 
Morris scientific area, informs that Miguel had already obtained 
resources from Brazilian government agencies and from Chile for part 
of the study concerning the air of dosed environments in Sao Paulo 
and Santiago. In another two studies on internal air, from 1993, 
Aquino Neto and Cardoso also cited Ciar and CNPq. In measurement of 
pollutants in closed environments research published in the same year, 
the trio also revealed public financing. Since 2000, the Federal Public 
Ministry in Sao Paulo has investigated the possible accumulation of 
financing by researchers (vetoed by bodies of foment). The 
investigation began after the newspaper "Valor Economico" published 
a report that year on the funding, by industry, of scientific studies 
involving the trio. The Prosecutor Adriana da Silva Fernandes 
questioned the universities about their teachers. USP said that Miguel, 
who had worked there until 95 under full, exclusive conditions, had not 
asked the Special Commission of Work Conditions for authorization to 
carry out research and provide consultancy services to industry, which 
was prohibited. UFRJ informed that their teachers could provide 
"occasional" consultancy services. CNPq revealed that in 2000 Miguel 
received resources from the body several times between 1979 and 
1996, which would have prevented him from doing any other 
remunerated activity. CNPq said that it was unaware of his 
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collaboration with the tobacco industry. Miguel has collaborated with 
the industry since at least 1992. In 1994, for example, the Latin 
Project was to pay him for activities such as to answer the media on 
issues related to the quality of internal air. In May of 1995, he sent a 
fax to the attorney's office which was managing the project, charging 
more than US$ 4,000 for expenses such as the drawing up of "nossos 
estudos" (our studies). CNPq informed the prosecutor that the audit 
had confirmed that there had been no accumulation of grants. Only 
the period between November 92 and February 93 was investigated. 
The body, sought by Folha, replied that the policies of the current 
minister "is to direct research towards social interest". "If the 
researchers really took this position, it is up to the directors of CNPq at 
that time, to answer." The Public Ministry is following up the 
investigation. When located, Capes did not answer. Fapesp is closed 
for the holiday period. 

Menem blocked Argentinian anti-tobacco project 
MARCELO BILLI 

From Folha de S. Paulo, in Buenos Aires 

Argentina is a classic example of the cigarette industry's strategy to 
coerce with Latin-American governments, according to the Pan- 
American Health Organization. In 1992, the government of the 
President at the time, Carlos Menem (1989-1999) vetoed a project 
created by the Minister of Health, Aldo Neri. 

The Neri Law, amongst other things, prohibited smoking in closed 
environments and all cigarette advertising. As soon as the Senate had 
approved the project, an executive from Nobleza-Piccardo, the 
Argentinian branch of BAT (British American Tobacco) informed the 
headoffice that the company's next step would be to try for a 
Presidential Veto. "The project boasted wide legislative as well as 
social support. Argentina has a serious problem with youth smoking 
and, at the time, everyone supported the initiative", said Victor 
Abramovich, from Cels (Center for Legal and Social Studies), an NGQ 
(Non-Governmental Organization) connected to the area of public 
health. "The veto was unbelievable", he adds. 

Also, according to the PAHO, the veto would be a direct result of 
Doctor Carios Benjamin Alvarez's influence. He teaches at the Faculty 
of Medical Science from the Catholic University, and owns of a 
cardiology clinic, and had direct access to Menem. 


PM3001180852 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/kmfk0001 



Alvarez is a well-known cardiologist in Argentina. The soccer player, 
Diego Maradona and Menem's brother, the Senator Eduardo Menem, 
are his patients. The doctor had used his proximity and friendship with 
the President to influence him over the decision to veto the law. 
According to the study presented by researchers from the University of 
San Francisco (USA), he had received at least US$ 50 thousand for his 
consultancy services provided to the industry. 

"We requested explanations, we made an announcement here when 
we heard about the report. But the general rule has been to keep 
quiet", said Victor Abramovich. 

Folha contacted, throughout ail of last week, all aids of Menem, 
Alvarez and the Argentinian Ministry of Health. 

None of the aids spoke out on the case 

Frauds in the cigarette industry began in 54 

The cigarette industry has a tradition of frauds. The first was 40 years 
ago. Alarmed at the first study to detect cancer in rats painted with 
nicotine extract, the industry adopted a strategy that has repeated 
itself: promise the truth, open supposed research institutes and 
continue to spread untruths. 

Evidence of this policy is the advertisement published on January 4 th 
1954, in 448 American newspapers. Under the title "A Frank 
Statement to Cigarette Smokers", the producers said that there had 
been no proof that cigarettes caused cancer and would be disposed to 
announce any news that arose related to the toxicity of smoking. "We 
believe that the products we make are not harmful to health", said one 
excerpt of the ad. 

The declaration was false - research from the manufacturers, the most 
comprehensive in 1953, had concluded that the cigarettes were 
carcinogenic. 

This research just came to light in the 90's, when prosecutors took the 
industries to court over the accusation that they had defrauded public 
health, and the finances of the States that covered the cost of 
treatment, in concealing the illnesses caused by cigarettes. 

The research center that the industry created in 1954, the Tobacco 
Industry Research Commitee, had become a Public Relations tool. It 
was used to debunk academic research. 
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The industry blamed pollution and diet. In 1962, a doctor from Sloan- 
Kettering Institute, one of the most important Cancer centers in New 
York, said that "there are more carcinogens in a tomato than in a 
packet of cigarettes". Philip Morris created an annual award of US$ 
25 thousand for doctors at the center. 

In 1964, when the first American government report on cigarettes 
came out, the industry created the most efficient of its strategies: 
start to spread the idea that the studies were inconclusive. 

All these ideas were hatched from within a public relations agency 
from New York, Hill and Knowtown. 

The plan was very simple: the researchers who were disposed to 
endorsing the industry's ideas were rewarded with financing and 
access to the media. 
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Professor sees "opinions" in research analysis 

Folha de S. Paulo - SP, 20/01/2003, Cotidiano, C-6 

Professor Antonio Horacio Miguel, who coordinated the Brazilian 
research team that received funds from the tobacco industry last 
decade, says that the "insinuations" that the work was fraudulent are 
just "opinions". The information that Brazilian scientists were working to 
help the tobacco industry to avoid the banning indoor smoking revealed 
yesterday by Folha was denounced by researchers of the University of 
California, in Los Angeles (Stanton Glantz and Joaquin Barnoya) and by 
the PAHO (Pan American Health Organization). The information is on 
documents from the industry itself. James Repace, secondhand smoke 
specialist and professor at the medical school of Tufts University, 
declared to Folha that if the work was financed by the tobacco industry 
"it is clear that it is a fraud". For him, the nicotine levels Miguel's group 
found in restaurants in Rio and Sao Paulo are pretty low. For Miguel, ex 
professor at the Chemistry Institute of USP (University of Sao Paulo) 
and director of a laboratory in UCLA (University of California, Los 
Angeles), Repace only evaluated one among 22 chemical components 
studied. The research of the Brazilian group, published in 1995 in the 
scientific magazine "Environmental Science & Technology" was not 
evaluated by lawyers from Covington & Burling office that worked for 
the tobacco industry, declares Miguel. "They received a copy of the text 
because they represented the financier of the work, the CIAR (Centro 
para a Pesquisa do Ar em Ambientes Interiores - Research Center for 
Air in Closed Environment)". Before being published the work was 
analyzed by groups on environment research of Stanford University and 
Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory. However, he does not mention any 
names. "I challenge the accusers to prove that the results of our work 
were altered to stop cigarette restrictions." 
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